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RATHER ; 



As br±eriy j bat as fully as oosslblo, outline 
fox* ne i"/nat you considei’ to be the rsost iinportant 
questions unanswered in the Ray ease? 
i-'ESAij ; 
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questions are basiclly, who shot Dr. Ring? ■ 
lie ax's faced with a critte which xms cos’nittsd, 
which has been v;rongly solvad, Jeiaes ?sarl 
~ay did not shoot hr. Iking. And the ens-uer 
is ;vho did it? That is the single riost 
important unansv/ered question. how there 
are some other cuostions which don't formally 
have ans’.vered ;;et. But which the ariswax'Kds. 



are fairly evident , 



Tor e:: ample, the 



rifle left on Rout:i lain streat W:>:Lch Gver;?bodv 
has assuaied was tlie rifle wliich fired tliS slioc 
at Ih’. llartin Luther Lina, t'lo ballistics exnert 
that v/e had enanilnod'? the nnllet removed from 
Dr. Ming, Indicates that he thinks that that 
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LDShTi: (continued) 

traced to a particular rifle. trje 5'BI 

did not trace it to a. particular rifle. They 
did not trace it to the rifle left on South 
Kain Street. , Instead, the TBI''s Baliictic 
Bzpert Sobort Praaior, drsvr up an affadavit 
in vihich he stated that due to the distortion 
and ffiutilation he could not deterrnine vvhsther 
the bullet renioved fron Dr. Kisig was fired from 
the^t rifle., — .i^oy, in vies? of uhat XT"; out 
ballistics export says,, it seems evident that 
that bullet in fact comes from a different 
rilfsle. And the question is, vfny didn't the 



FBI determine that? And why was B 
Prawier's afriuavit which pretends th 
^^a3 not tracablo to a particular rifl 
from Kay's attorneys and from James E 



dbart 
at . it 

e , suppress 
arl Hay? 



All right, question. Hay V/as in the building 
a.cros5 the street from the motel. ho dispute • 
about that. 

LESAH; 

Seme time that day, yes. Eut not at the time 
that the shot was fii’er], 

( 3 : 

He ’riad or v!ld not Imve a rlflo v;1,th hint? 




1 






When? 

Any time that day? 

I tairiJc t.iafc the aaevrer to that is yeg . hs d.id 
take a rix^ls to t!;at building'? 

So there's no dispute that sometime that dav 
day yas in that buildin/t and rae in the buildin^ 
vita a rifle? ■ Your ciaim is that, he -/as not 
the as:>as3in. 



a t,hat’s riyht. He is not the aosassln. 

-■nd I think Hsa here , if vre can backtrack a minute 
v/e can yet a better narsnecfciv^ on that question, 
day, you muot reMcmber at tne time, at this 
in epril of r-raaned convict. 

-.0 is cl m.-in vc’o i.s tryine; to .avoid brouhl.e 
with the to the extent that it^s possible 
for hi:x to survive and do oo. You’ve |7Qt to 
question v/hv mould he undertake any onternrise 
so risicyv would he leave a i rifle et 

t-ue scene of .3. crime- because it vvould cartainlv 
focus the nolico on him. wkv would he take that ■ 
riuv aK'-t ii) via,r of his orliainnl hi:;tory? 
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LKSAR ; ( c ont inuecl ) 
It doesn't add up. 

Q: 






:;nat j. n afcteL'ipting to do, ';ou undsrstaM.- 
is to cone up with a list or checkpoint?. , 
person in his or her living rcioia- saying , 

"Okay, I’ve heard a nso groat de'al about the 
death of Dr. Martin Luther King and the Hay 
case. There are questions from every direction. 
There's speculation, rumor, rhetoric, v;hat are 
the most important things. One Is the contention 
that the shot that killed Dp. King did not come 
from the weapon in the hands of James Sari Ray? 



Right. The second is, that the States case 
.^i.uply doesn’t stand up. The way in Tvhicli 
tney .say that the crime v/as comnittod. Simply 
isn't posslole. Tor exarmle, the states alle~atloi 
is that the shot was fired from a bathroom window, 
in a rooming house across the street from the 
Lorraine :-.otel at which Dr. King ‘was stayin™. 

...ow, the cl.?t.ined that they h.?,ve ovsrtjiieljiiing 
evidence against Ja-me.s Karl hay. ind part 
of tnis overwhelming evidence was sunnosed to be 
laooratory tests which connect — which connected 
the fifle to that windov; sill, the rifle left 




LSSAH: (continued) 

on oouth iiain otreet. AccordinB’ to the lavi 
enf’or’ce’ient oificiax, I’sstcd on tlmt i 7 indov’ 
sill and left narks tracable to it when 

it firdd the shot which killed Dr. King 

nov7, first;, our forensic scientists say talvt 

Xu'S not possible for the under side of tbs barrel 

to have nade those marks, Secondliy^ and most 

luPOR'ibuITLf j the claim is that that mark was 

made when the rifle fired and it was mads by 

the recoil of the rifle. iiow the part of 

the vrindovT sill which is removed is the inside ■ 

portion Oi. tne ’window sill. Dr. King was standing 

on a Lorraine Hotel Balcony and to. shoot. 

from that bathroom vrihclov.r3ili you've got to 

fire at a s light Ij’ dcnnvnrrd ah.gla There is 

no v;a 7 / you- can rest the barrel of the' rifle 
Oil the inside of tne v/lndO'* sill a.nd fire at 
an.'/'thin.g but an upward angle. So the state's 
case on that gro’und alone simoly falls aoart.- 



But there are other deficiencies in it. 



?or 



esamole, it's claimed Just let's'talce the 

fact that the snot is alleged to 'nave come di’om 
the hathreon window. Why would any assassin 
choose a bathroom to fire a shot from? 




LESAR; (continued) 

In the first place, there’s no assurance that 
someone x?±li not x^anfc in the bathroom while 
he’s there . 

RATIJSR; 

This is not a bathrooin connected to a room. 

It's more of a floor bathroom? 

LESAR: 

It's used by all the tenants in this iaiildin;;. 

And in addition, the nature of these tenafcnts 
Eiakes it more likely that they %7oiiM be n in ’ 
need of a bathroom because they are a number 
of alcoholics, among them. You doxhnot know 
at what point Dr. King is going to come out 
on his balcony so you may be in the bathroom 
for an extended period of time. And in fact, 
the state’s allegation is that James Earl Ray 
‘was there for almost an hour. Now, if you're 
an assassin arid you’re going to shobt someone 
why pick a location with the disadvantage 
ilrst that someone wl3.i snot you v;hen you're comin 
out v/ith a rifle in your hand. Or secondily, 
that someone might Interrupt it w’nile it's 
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LESjAR: (continued) 



in progress. 



Because he needed to go tothe 



!athroom badly L 



Q: 



All right, otl^er deflolancles as you see 16 m 
the State’s case? 



LESAR: 

Well, they haye no eye witness who can place 
Janes Earl Hay at the scene of the crirae. 

■And the Investigation dona by the public defender 
office as belated and as miniscule as it was, 
provided evident e of people who said that the ' 
shot Mas fired from another location. And 
also provided evidence from witnesses who said 
that one of the White Mustangs parked in front 
of the street w%as gone at the time that the 

shot was fired. And then. In addition to 

that, you have got the very elemental problem 
of the time lapse between when the shot is 
SIM fired and the time that the first police 
officer on the scene discovers the rlfgle. 

And Lieutenant Gormley, who was the first man ' 
on the scene testified that he hwas there 
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LiSAR: (continued) 

^appnoxiisately two. to three njinutes after the 

, 5hot was fired, V/E31 t i 

f.^±x, rnia, l think, creates 

an insuperable- problon, because it ^eans 

that the assassin had to — had to perform all 

sorts of actions and then escape from tho scene 

before Llettenant Gormley t/as on 'the scene. 

He ha(£to v;ithin three- minutes, he had ^to/fS>4 - 

the Shot. He had to clean the rifle of fingerprints-- 

Ho had to return to his room, -wrap ft up in a 

. bedspread u^ith an enormous amount of miooellaneous 

Junk, and then had to go dovmthe hallway, down 

the stairs out onto the street dump the bundle ' 

get in his car and take off and disappear from 

sight by the time Lt. Ctor^ scene. 

if the shots did not come from that windovr. . . . / 

From where did they come? 

• LESAR: 

.’iy own belief is that they came, from the— that 

the shot came from the parking lot . Between 

liie fire, station and and the rooming, house. 

keil, actually, if you take it going from the south 
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.LSSAR: (Continued) 

, to the north;;;,there's a-fire station and then 
there ’3_ an ecpty_ parking lot and then there's 
Knipes Amuseifient Center and the rooming house. 
And I, think , that .that - parking lot; iras ideal 
to fire the shot and there are so^ie witnesses 
who--- who testified that 'that’s where they 
.-ehard- they shot coming from, - 

. S' 

Other outstanding questions as yousee them? 
idi're trying- to rundown ;the list of checkpoints , •• 
points that, yous.ay : slaply don’t match? 

I.ESAR: ' ' - 

I’m also a believer in' looking a't~what the ' " 
government does. Looking at ; how willing 
it is to produce the evidence or what actions 
it takes to suppress evidence. This is an 

old lesson that some people knevh long before 
V.'atergate and is still germain today. The 
govermnent has ■suppressed or withheld basic 

evidence at every juncture in this case. 

I mentioned earlier that the ballistics affidavit 




of Robert Frazier had been withheld. • r ' 

as a patter of fact, all of tho of the affidavit 
which the depart-cnt of Justice put into evl'ance 
tliat reaised extradition in London,' was suppressed. 

thereaf ter'-and it i;as t/ithheld. •” 
^Ind it was onlv p,s a result of_a "reedon of 
Infornation suit in 1970, a year after- 3a:/ pled 

guilty, that we obtained to this basie , aff a#vlt 
evidence. You have to understand that the 

: evidentiari/ hearing ^ the extradition hearihg 

in London was sort of a dry run for the ran Rlni 
'-trial in Keiniphls. V ■ Against, the fundamental 
premises of meric an law. v?e re violated. There 
was "no cross-examination. ^ - There was no 
adversaryp?o ceedlngs with any teeth in it. 

The FBI kept from attendance or let's say they 

the?Ainsrican - government did 'not send to the 

extradition proceeding in London, those 

witnesses necessary to establish a prlmie 

facie.: case against James Earl Rajr who could 
cross 

^ve been/examined by Ray’s attorneys’ in London. 
They did not send Charles Quintin Stevens. 







' LESAH: .(cpntinued) 

They- did not- send Robert Frazier, ^ 

send' PoliceKan Zachary. 

And those, — those essential witnesses; subjected 
to. cross-ezaraination Simply on thslsasisof the 
affidavit s which they filed with the court in 
^London, ; would -have ralsd . very vserious doubts- 
as to whether or not there wa's any case a':?a^S^ 
James Earl Ray at all. 



q; 

Question, if Ray \^as not guilty, vfhy did be ■ 
seek not to be extradicted? * 

LESAR: ;■ ■ 

I'/Ell , first Of all, that raises a very interestin 
question because Ray dropped his aopeal of the 
extradition proceeding wrongly. He did so on 
the advice or At hur Haynes, to come back and 
stand trial. I think It was a wrong decision be 
he had a good defense in London, a defense 
which had he been a rich man would, have left him 
free . i ' think. V/E' ve' 

had a recent example of this in -which one of 
the V.'atergate figures 




.EOLL.l.-. - - , .»g^5,^Vesco? ■ 

^ . LESAR: 

• Vesco successfully/- resisted extradition.. 

On basically the sane grounds that James Earl 
Ray could have invoked under the 1931 
-Extradition -Treaty, between England and America, 

“That this was a political crime, and therefore 
,'lt_was.not an extradlctable offense, ' 

But he did appear to be on the lam? 

Oh, yes, he was. You’ve got to remember that 
' “ ■ ' ■ ' he’s' ah" escaped convictfr^^^^^^^ ■'anytime he’s v/anted' ' 
- he’s going to run. And— but to return to 

the extradition question, he did wave his 
extradition appeal. how, I think that this - 
is one of the fundamental junctures at which ~ 
his legal defense failed him and it failed 
because ..of an Inherent conflict of interest. 

■ in.: that-. legal defense. Tiie attorney 
- representing him could not get paid. .. .his fee 

for defending James Earl Ray untii .James Earl . 

Ray was extradicted to the United States. , 

I think that’s a. horrendous conflict of interest. 
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LSS5SZ-Q:, 

All right , this interest S3 mS;. and it ' s one ^of ■' ' - 
the things ; that we want to .follov/. . For the 
moment , I *d like^to return ;t l; consider 

to be the .spine of this investigation. Which 
is Janes .Earl Ray .in the end, fa.ced the- Anarican 
Jndicial proc ess , f lav.'ed in your , J udgsment ’and 
in his, he v;ent througlv that process and he 
wound up pleading guilty. Where is the evider, 
that the case , should be reopened? . :YOu question 
the evidence that put him behind bars , but where ' 
the evidence that the case should be reopened? : 
LESAR: 

vrell, the evidence for reopening the case, is 

first , that you have., a .man ..who says that ha did 

not shoot Dr. King. Secondily, that his pleas 
of guilty was coerced. And there is a mountain 
of evidence which shows that the Judical process 
which ended in that coerced plea of guilty, was“i 
talited and flav;ed so as to make it unrecognizable 
ASjpart of the American heritage of a . free and 
voluntary plea of guilty in a free and open 
proceeding. YOu have a man who was subjected 




LESAR: (continuedy'"^^^^^^^ 

to unprecedented sss surveillance in every 
f orpi . . . . .. while he was in Jail . Youhave a 

man who could ;not trust his. own attorneys 
because people opposed to Ray *3 legal interests 

and legal rights were financing theml'^ • You 
^^have a situation in standing 

trial v7as held in isolation for the entire ' 
eight months preceding: his plea of guilty 
under lights twentyQfour hours' a day with constant 
TV and electronic surveillance. You have a man 
who had two prison gur ads with him twenty-four 
^ around the block writing down 
whathe , every fifteen, minutes of the day, 
day or night . .Touhaye; a^ m 
even trust the physician who attended him 
because that physician was the brother-ln-lavj 
of the. prosecutor, and that .nhysician attempted 
to provoke him into making statement s which • 
the physician could then testify— - use t5 
test^^^^ at the -trial. addition' 

you have a prosecution which v^lthheld evidence, 
evidence which would tend to be exculpatory. 
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.-., ■ LESiVR: (continued )g 

You ,have a prosecution .which ,interoepted 4 JaEll|^r 
EArl Hay's coiTOxSpondence including cori'espondence' 
■with his attorneys and read and vras s/waiV- of ; ' 

that correspondence. yOu have a prosecution 
which even intercepted. James 'Earl Rays corres-' 

. pondence with the trial .judge. The prosecution 
'r had copies of that ’ Correspondence before' the 
- \ copies of the correspondence which-/;..,: 

James Earl Ray was writing to him. Youhave 
a prosecution that asi of the time when the 
guilty pleas negotiations or Yfhen the -Struggle 
^ force Ray to plead’ guilty 'osgan .in th.e middle' 

: :Of February, 1969. You had a prosecution 
: that had by surrepticion taken from James Earl 
Ray's cell a page of notes to liis attorney a 

WVvvoU/V\^o- which he provided an explanation which in 

effect Shotas that he v^as declaring his Innocence. 
-That he was trying attorney in ; h 

' explaining the in the case against h -itn ■ 

And yet, that note x^-a.s neixhtar rsturnod to 
James Earl Ray nor given to his attoi'ne.v . . - 

So you have ^ you have a situation in v.'hich 
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-• - Iji 3 /\R : (continued) . , ■ 

. the raan who was providing ■ the money- for Janas 
. iArl Ray’s trial , n'illiam Bradford Kuey , tried 
to bribe: Ray not to take the witness stand in 
his OV 7 H defense. ' 

,■ r> . ■ , - - - - - 

-No’w that’s a very serious charge. 

LESAR: 



Yes . 



Q; 



■And you can demonstrate that as truth? : 
/'-LESAR: ;; / M.,"' ■■ V '' ""5"^ 

That is — it's quite evidently true. The 
charge was first made in sonie affidavits that 
I filed by ‘ Jerry: :Ray -a 7 id ’;Ja^ Earl Hay in.; 
1972. Essentially, the story is this, that 
and this goes back to the question why James 
Earl Ray fired Arthur .Hayne s ..... , 



o • 



rlis original attorney? 

LESAR: 

His original, his first American attorney-, to 
represent him.- 





LEASAlfr Ccoritinued) 

Arthur Haynes £was' getting: paid by Vllllam 
Bradford rfuey 

0 ; 

An authoz* and Journalist, 

LESAR: . ■ 

An author^ and. Journalistv excase me, a vrritcr 
who had vmtten several books on Qurder in the 
South dealing with racial overtones. And 
iluey about the 1st of Moveraber, iiuey sent 
Jerry Ray who at that tine, was living in St . 
Louis, eS a plane ticket 'and said, "I >ant you 
to cone down to Huntsville, Alabama and talk 
with me. They ent at the airport and then 
in a motel, spent the day in a motel vflth 
Huey providing Jerry Ray with plenty.nf 
boose and trying to explain, asnser some of 
the {^HSEgkisx questions that Jerry Ray wanted 
to know??????? Huey told Jerry ray that if . 
James Earl Hay took the witness stand it would 
destroy his book, and he offered Jerry Ray 
twelve thousand dollar bribe if Jerry Ray 
vmuld persudde James Earl Ray, 



actually. 
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L2SAR: (continued) ^ - 

he offered the bribe to Jerry Hay or any 
member of the Ray family, including 

Janies, Earl Ray. /A dollar ' ^ ' 

bribe if James Earl- Ray could :be persuaded 
. not to take the v/itness stand. James SArl 
Kay told me ln-1572 that after,.he- fired Arthur 
Kaynes, a few days after that, he received 
sJLsttsr from Huey in vfhlch Kuey offered him 
this nonesr. Offered to pay }iim something, 

^ i'hlnk esactly -KifHsiS tv/elve tliousand dollars. 

the sum .mentioned by Jerrj' Ray. Last fall, 
v:hen for the flrht tlmef^ the discovery 
mechanisms of the court, I was able to get a 
discovery order on a number of the parties 
involved in this case.. V/e obtained the mail 
logs Which recorded all of the. mail, or at least 
parportedly recorded all of the mail which 
Jamses Earl Ray received, And v/hlch he sent out 
.during .the time he v#as in the. Shelby County Jail. . 

That log confirms that five days after Ray fired???? 
William Bradford Huey????? he. received a letter 
from Huey, }',o^ I had a discovery order on 
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i ^ LBSAR : U (continued) 
V'illiain-3radfoi*d--Hueyi' And’ under the=^tei^''’ 

- , of t^iat discovery order ,, Huey ■ should have pro- 

vided mo with a copy, of that letter. • He has 
not. 

d: 

. ^ first 

: point. ,Cn the face of it , you say, evidenc 

-'..v.v; have ral^sed .at-^leastj-a. reasppab 

doubt about Ray's Innocence has beeri sunpressed 
how what evidence do you v.'aht now to prpve - 
, ■ ■ 

r‘ ■- - LESAR: 

V/’ell, there's — to prove trhat? 

■■■ - ^ ^ ' :.r 

, That there's a reasonable doubt about Ray's 
. Innocence, In other words, \that, evidence 

you have that you woul,d like to have or 
need, to do that. V(ell,„ therets a lot of 
evidence that — ^ that would be relevant to 
that charp;e. ..V :;;I sure that I know of 

all of .it. But for esample , if there . 
vras any spectrographic or neutron activation 
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L3SAR: (continuedO 

analysis conducted on the bullet or\he' cartrld<?G , 

^iiyriaboratoi’y tests psrforaed on the rifle, 
photograbhs of the bullet- ^^-hich I have attempted ' 
•to get and have thus c far been .refused . 

Hiere are a variety of other things which 
_ ' I, thinks oudl, show the fraudulent nature of 
some of the claims nade. for example, 

ter3ts on the window sill v/hich 
x^ere purportedly made and which purportedly 
: demonstrated -that, that rifld to the exclusion, of 
all other rifles were fired from that window. 

.That I've been unable to obtain. And then 

tnere's some other evidence which I don't want 

_^,:,to/go into at the moment because it's vital 

.the defense and in some, ways y I don't ■ 

■ want to disclose at the moment. 

- i . 

What: is, your bottom line theory on what happened? 
Somebody shot Dr . ?iartin Luther King? 

' LESAR;. 

The short answer Is I don't know. Tiiere are 
some leads and we do not have the capability of 








LE3AR: (continued) 



them out » xt *s the governiaents ' - ^ 
function to solve crimes. It»s my fxipction 
to defend J^-nes Earl Ray. 

Q: 

Taking yourself out of the role of defense 
.attorney for "the .moment'''—'- — - ■ — 

LESAR: - , 

That I can’t do 

0 : 

: fox* the J53CSX purpose of the interviev/, 

looking at it broads cale, you^re familiar 
vjltii most of the claims of most of the critics 
fh case. Beyond the legal points that 

■you have raised,, what ‘ are; the- other- ^ that 

youconsider to be most believable, the most 
supportable about this, case? 

I.ESAR: 

ii'ell, the basic claim is that James Earl Ray 
■was .framed, and that the crime is unsolved and 
that that is an important concern f or the . Americ 
people.- And as a citizen, Ishare that concern 




;¥hat you're outlined' in liotinf^ the mistakes 

made 

mistakes as you see them/'oy not one but t'^o 
of James EArl Hay's own defense attorney's, 
the original Judge in the ease, by investig^ ors, 
if this is a conspiracy it is indeed, a very 
large conspiracy? 

LESAR: 

No, I don’t hnow that. I don't, n^as: know 

afc all. I think it could be — if you're 

talking about a conspiracy to committt the 

crime, I. don't think that that requires a large ‘ 
' ' And of coprse, common sense 
militates against large con3plrac,4es . Anytime 
;ypu,\re »goi^ a crime you want to 

as you can. . YOu iwant to keep 
the number of participants small. If you're 
talking about a cover-up of the basic evidence 
^d of the fact that James; Earl Ray was , framed, 
then yes, you involve a much larger number of 
people. If you extend.; it,, to the. number,, of 
people that are some way or another, participated 
in depriving James EArl Ray of his Constitutional 
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LZSARr (continued) 



rights y then it is a very large number or 
people. 



So ?ir.der ^.your hypothesis, with this case as in 
the case of soma of the other well kno;m assassination 
■ ^^ses oyer the last decade, it is one snail - ’ ' 
conspiracy: to eomnitt the crime, h larger 
conspiracy of cover-up? - 
LESAR; 

I vhink that that ’ s probably the truth . Mow , ■ 

I, of coarse, have no personal Icaowledge 

l original conspiracy to ’ 

coEunitt the other crime is or is hot . ’JS simple 
don^t have any eyidehce. And. that’s the --- 



unpleasant truth that 



we have to face that 



we do not know . what was- behind these crimes 

because the crimes have been investi??;ated wronf^l^. 
P:.;Q;.Q q Q Q Q q Q:. ..... ' V 

You re conflcent that given a Jury trial, that 

you could beat the case against James Earl Ray? 

■ LESAR: 

Without a doubt. 







Picture yourself in final suniinatlon before the 
Jury, . , . . . , .and, you’ve got a minute^ a minute 
and a half lef tin your time in the final 
..siusaation, and you v/ant to review the most -important 
points for the Jury. I knov? this is a difficult 

task andyou’d want time 

LESAR t 

Difficult because we don’t know what the 
evidence is,. 



■ Q- 

You ’ d want more time to prepare . 
' LESAR: . 

Sure. I'- 



ESSXX2 Q Q Q 



But if you can within reason play that game 
forme. 



, 

Well, I think that the basic points are one, 

James Earl Ray had no motivation for , assassinating 
Dr. King. Secondlly, the evidence which 



exists shows that he could not have done it. 




■ 'lESAR: (continued) 

And In fact, did not do it. ^ He v/as not at 
the scene of the crime "at- the time the crime 
las committed. V And had no reason to shoot 
Dr.. iClng and every reason to avoid the dlffieulty'- 
/.with, the . .-. .which in a conspiracy 
to assassinate- Dr. -Kina; would "entaii. - 
Q: 

On the basis of what you knovf nov.'-, if you vreere 
given a Jury trial, wold you put Pay on the 

. • LESAR: ■ " 

I think that I would, yes . He initially, one 
of the — one of the difficulties that he 
had_w’ith his first American attorneys was ' 
that he wanted to take the stand and they did not 
want to put him on the stand. - And that, again, 
was at the insistence of Mlllam Bradford Kuey. 
Therels no doubt that V/illiam Bradford Kuey 
who paid all of the attorneys of Ray's choice, 

Arthur Haynes and Percy Roimrah, William Bradford- . 
Huey put pressure on Ray attorneys: to ,not put 
him on the witness stand. 




:S0LL„1. 



Q: ' 

You listed earlier what you maintain were vio- 
itions of ^ : 

- S2^D OP ROLL 1 




Constitutional rights violated . 

LITSA?.: ; 

V Te3,.v;V-:r\' 

RATES?.: 

What. are your three best arsunants, that his ' 
constitutional v/ere in fact • violated? 

LTSS.IR: 

Veil, V7S* 11 begin vfith the— the easiest 
and raost clear. .probably and that is the 
surveillance which i‘, 'as conducted on iiiin. 

Any defendant in an American trial has a 
...right .to confer confidentially with his 
attorney* In Janes Earl Ray’s case, his 
■ right to confidential, communications, was 
transgressed in a manner I . think previously, 
unicnown to A.merlcan litigants. Kis_ nail 
was inter cented by policy directive of the 
sheriff, delivered to the prosecution, Sven 
his confidential letters to the .trial Judge, 
Judge Preston Battle i/ere intercepted and rea.d 
by . the prosecution before they v/ere- delivered 
to the krxis trial judge. He could not be 
. certain that anything he told his attomies 
in the confines of his cell .^^^ould. not be: picked 
up by the prosecution because that cell was 




LZSAR: (Continued) -f ''*’ 

.pugged^ it had constant electronic and , 

- “_^?.ysillanGG and it had always the presence 
of two guards most of the time within ear 
shots of vhat being said in that cell. 
RlTEEIl; 

ii he Tjere anyone else in any other case-, 

Tfould this alone be enougJi to sustain 
reversal?; ■. 

LBS AS: 

Certainly. , • 

BAgHBH: 

i.ow if I Zi3.'r to get back to the — the >aini 
suBir.afc±on to ' the Jury . : Your: second point 
was on the- basis of the evidence, ' 

L3SAR; ' 

Right. 

_ RATliBH;’ r ^ 

iou can't con^ct J arses Bhfl Ray. ''.iiat evidence? 
ler.ar ; 

-r ... ■ ■‘^rial 

v'sell, tne evidence at a would show one , that 
Jsnas Earl Ray 'had no motivation for shooting 
3r. M. i,ing, that fron the tine of his arrest 
in London. through the date of this trial, with 
the sole c:veeption of the dy day on vrhich he ■ 
plead guiltVjhe has constantly inaintainod that _ 




LESAE : (ContlnuocT ) - • , v 

he^did not.’.shoot Dr. ICinS and 'H.id“no'' ' ' '.'v 
reason to shoot Dr , ^ Kin{j • Saoondly; it ' s . •' 
not ■DhyslcallY possliile for ,.tUo .crime to: have 
been oor-imi ted in the manner allnd<:;ca by, the 
State by James Earl Ra,y. ihirdlVj,. James •, 

Earl Ray vfas not present v;hen the-, shoot, vrhlcli. 
killed Dr. -King vjas fired. 

RATHER: 

.vmat about- the baiistic»:S..-eviflence ;.-fh±Gh the 
state claims \?as conclusive a.cainst Hay? 

• LHSAR:.''.'.:. , . 



Our balistics — our balistie \s expert V7ill •; 
testify, and has testified, in this trial that 
that balistics.— that the bullet is traceable 
and is traceable to a different rifle than tine 
one Wi'iich left on Eoutn i*i_ii.i oj-freeu . , 4 -n*^ 

obvious conclusion from that is that somebody 
used a rifle associated viith J-nmes • E;ii’l Ray 
to Imnlicate him, in a crime ’.-.hich h,e did not 



coiniuit . 



RATHER; 



Is it yoiir contention th-it J 



;-e fj ‘ Ear 3- Rav had 



no connection vfhatever with the neoploj the 
person, or persons who nka shot Dr. Ain-? and 



they no connection with bin? 




J ames 



' ' LE3AR: ■ - ' , 

Well I tnihlc i’hat. vre’ve said la that 
Earl Hay 7?as franed, and that Implies that ' 
soiaeoris*' with hin 
knew enoug:h- about him and his association 
’Jltii, .that riilS' -to be in a position’ to 
— to fra.me hiia. • 

If . he; is innocent , ' why did he Plead /guilty?' ‘ 

Well,-:basicali7 because-^he. believed that 
ha had no ^other alternative,, .he ,, believed 
thathhis 'attorney .Percy Forelaan’ would sell 
hi 2 a ,out».. -Percy ,Poreiaanhad refused to witadraw 
iron the case v;hen J asesi Earl _R.ay asked that 
he. withdravj, and Percy Foreman had reminded 
Ray that the trial Judge had— had indicated 
that he would’ not look favdrabley upon any ■ 
further attempts to- chhnge attornies. So Ray 
saw hijnself in a box. He couldn't trust the 
attorney who. was representing him j he had 
every reason to believe that that attorney 
would — would not represent him. faithfully 
would not put f om«ard . his bo-’-^ best efforts. 

He knew that an adequate investigation had not 
been made and that the attorney was advanclm-; 




3 1 - 






ijS3/LR:.(Continuo3) ' - 

'Spurious reasons- for i^ay ’ s; pleadin,-:^ guittr/i-’-'irvi-'-' il 
, So he concluded that rather than have a trial :: 
'at which — which would be falced, but Mhiah 
would aonear to be ssnui.ne, .that it would be 
better for hin to go fc .rouch with a - o -uilty 
- .plea;^;^ocfeedins and then . try to- overturn that . — 

But he — he adnlted. flatly that he; was .guilty , 
did he not? 

' .. LES/iit : ' 

he did not adnjil; flkiy that he;^ias guilty 
and it’s one of the very intere.utin 2 aberrations 
of the guilty plea. procsodinv. In other words 
■in particular, one point at -wh&eh his attorney 

Perc.7 Poreaan siade statements denying; that 

there .had , been a; conspiracy to kill Dr.' Sin-'. 

And nay .-.later got to his feet and said that ha ^ 
did not agree that the ntateir.ents that had been 

t.aat there was no conspiracy InTol v'ed . k'ow 

■ HAfiiER: - 

This is at the-- court hearing in vrhicJi he pleads 
guilty. ' . ^ • 

LSSAH5, ' 

This is at the HarchlO, 1559 guilty plead nrocedding 
This is, the day that James. Earl Ray — waves his 










Lj^SAHL (Continued ) 

rl^ht to a trial, by pieadin^v guilty. 

So 70«*re having: hla defense attorney - ->- 
Percy I’orenan saying that th-'^re la no 

connpiracy and then you have Ray settlnr: 
(lij’DISTIf’TCT) : his k feet - • 

LSSAH : C0''.'13?JjAPPI:j.c ) 

lou hays .-anea Zai-l Ray aenyln^ that. ];o-, 
at that point tho trial juage sortof said. 
Won, vihafs goln? on fore?" I pfot sotie 

specific ans^'ers to ^ « 

r specific questions. 

I want to toon i«et:her.„ia you pulloa tie 

tMSSsr, are you ateitiing that you fired the 

■shot wbi eh killed Br. Xing? 

. RATHER; 

But that Questions n asked? 

Tnat Question was not asked. 

■ RATHER; - ' 

You » va ..talked >fith Jaiaes Sari Ray many times . 



T A '-5 . 



Yes. 



RATHER; 



jOii must co?i3idsr yourself .-an 
oPPlcer of the court. 
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LESAR: 

-A--.:,-: - A :-AAasA 

■^ : ■" • HA7HER: 

, Here you have 5. y»nat to, alX appearances 

was a dcifn and out escaped felon, on the 

Vniere did ha t~st the none 7 to ^*ot all 
. the ,vmy froa i-Ieinphls ,-T^ to London, 

England? 

, LBSAR; ' ' 

■*• don’t I thinlc that didn’t renulre 
that Piuch Eoney and the . — -the-.-nore- interestin^i’ 
question is where did he get the raoney to live? 
The year preceding,: the assassination and the ' 
answer to that is— is contained in what 
Ray has -written Wllliasi .Bradford Eeaiy ; that 
he '/as involved v/ls.h spine people, engaged in 
illegal activities , running contraband across 
gthe Canadian ,.apd Mexican borders .and-. that, they ■ 
paid him for these jobs that he was r'unning 
for them? 

RAIITKEH; 



Do v/e kno'v/ v;ho these people viere? 
LESAR: 

Mo, we do not. 

RATKgr : 

Ray knov.'s v;ho they areS 




LESA?.:' ' •' 

No not; In the sense that he can idlentify theri.' 

. You ’ve got to rsiaenber that ar;ain Ray was ' 
dealiag in.™ lives in a' ^allo wly vrorli. 

The people: hs iheals with go . by pseudonyms 
or aliases, not by real names. 

. RATirSR: 

y^^..*P^S3umacly . .also - could' deal through third 
parties. , . 

LSSAN: 

Yes. 

• . ,:-t> /\rrTTVPfc>. . 

1 ;- ■ • ... 

Gat noney; to him through, a broker. 

LZSA?.;. . . 

Higiit . I think '- — I thirtlc that that would be- 
well, — not gettins money to him through a 
bro3:ei* but if you're talking about the 
assassination I v;ouid a iaasine that the people 
Ray had been in contact with would be middlemen 
for someone else who actually conspired to 
assassinate Nr. lang; g (CUT) 

RATHE?.: ■ '. . 

let’s talk about Hay’s move-ments,. after the 
murder of Dr. .King. First of all he knew 
Hemphis v/ell? 



LSSAR ; 




.andho 



rio, Ray was a strari^ssr to" ’ieriphis , 

Hont taere - on the directions of - someone ~ - 

else. He stayed on the outskirts the day 

was shot and then on t2ie day 

that Br. rj.n<5 was shot he went into the clty 

but he did not knovr Memphis and he did not 

have any basis for knowing even that Dr. King 

could ha,ve been: shot from ..the rooming house 

it/ • ‘ 

from I’/nich/is. alledged Dr, I^ng was shot. 

. . _ ' SATHSH: - - :■ ■ 

-Question, if he didn't Icaotir Memphis so well, 

how did ha sanagd. ^ 

. quickly/ vdth - vfhat was ostensibly . an all points 
out. 

LESAH: . , - ' 

Ho, you— your'e laaicing an assumption that’s. 

...Qpb J^^tifed end. that ^it that he was there . 

p-t the tiiBo the shot was fired, and he was not 

at the scene when the shot was fired. ’ Secondly, 

you re assuming that that, that the all ooints 

And " 

bulletin was implemented. /I don’t thirJe that 
we can make .that assuantion, either.— - . 

. . RATHSE^;, 

»/hat about the strange circumstances of his 
and 

stay in Canada/which — and the fact that he " 
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LSSAR: (Continued) 
apparently used several aliases. 

L^SAR: __ ... . 

Well that, I haven’t really gone into nyself. 

I’d rather defer to ClAini) Wels sbors: 

to discuss that, he's paid raore attention to 
that than I nave. I 'ye been concerned with 
the — the' irmediate questions of what I need 
to knou to get Jar.es Sari Ray a — a trial. 

RATHER; 

..here ..you a'.rare that the prosecutors in the 
case, and the law enforcement officers in 
the case, tick . off amons others -the following 
pieces ofv'hat they say are overwhelnins evidence, 
Janes Sari 'Ray bought the rifle that lulled 
i Dr .. ’;artin Luther Sing/ .Sot only did he buy 

a rifle then'. he. exchanged the rifle. 

:''7r£SAR:-^'-^^ h f 

They don’t say that except on occasion and 
you see their' own balistie expert contradictfe - 
that because he says that the remnant of a 
bullet removed from Dr. King can’t be linked 
to that rifle. So there’s no: way of detsinriining: 
according to the FBI, that that rifle was the 
one which fired ; the shot . So all we' know i.s 
Isit- a rifle which was left.- at , the 










, I'-'jSAH; (Continued) 
scene of the crime. 

■■ " ' R,VTHI:R: 

That he boujrht a rifle. ’ 

• ' ‘ LZSA.IL 

tiiat he bou 5 .ht a rifle which was left at the 
scene of the crime. ^ 

RATriKH: .. A .. 

This v/as not . the rifle that he oriFinally 
bousht? 

LLSAH: . 

■ it was — . 

Ka^/hef^rst boughtv a 243 . caliber rifle • and ■ 
then Hh :went back: thef da^ and exchanged 
it for a thirty (WORD) ^ c/'^^h slx. C rim? ■ 
in terms of an assassination of /3r. 'King 
there 's no point in exchanging tat x tliat 
rifle.: One is as good as the other for the 

hnd.:the: 243 .which 

he returned l.s perhaps better for the nurpos.-i 
of shooting Dr. Ring from the location from 
'which he v;as shot than the thirty (WORD) 



So .the obvious, implication of that is that 
somebody was setcing Raj,' up and that ret urnin 
4ne rifle accoiuplished two purposes, ^■^r'^t 
that it served to identify Ja-v’.es Earl Ray: in 
the mind of the person that sold him the rifl 




; . ,“-.5 a.- . ■ : 

:r LEGAR : (Continued) 

30 ‘ that he could he easily , identified 
that person and a second person* may- have 
been the second . possibility . is that? the 
orii? — the rifle which Ray oriy,6hally bour<ht 
was of a type which the. perpetrators of the - 
assassination knexir v/as Inconsistent v/ith 
the rifle ! -which was -soing ;to- be used in the 
, assaesination and they ordered him to . go back 
, and exchange it for one. v;hic2i would be ' consisteh 

bn the basis of xrhat you Icnow did James Earl 
Ray, over at any . time, in any way shave any 
connection with the Cent2*al Intelligence 
-Agency?;/'. ^ ^ 

y.," ■ '.'^/ XESAR: ' ■' ■ v 

To my knowledge, no. 

, . .jRATIISR:: . . ..'.'V .. , - 

Tl.ie FBI? 

LESAR: 

To my knowledge no. (CUT) 

' RATHER: ' ' hV - ■ 

It's a question of the evidence. Viliat in your 
Judgement ■ 4-rere the most important suo'cressions? 

Well, the most — the most important in terms 
of preparing Ja-nes Earl Ray a trial, vfere the 
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LZSAR : ( Continued ) 

. doeunents’ v;hich the, A;:;ericaii T.ove^nnent ' . -4h.^ - 

supplied the British court ^-;ith in Lonlon V ' 

at James Earl. Ray ’ s extradition proceedings h" = ' - 

Ihose — there vrero affidavits in those 

proceedincs .'./hich stated — in ‘.rhich the 

FBI’s balictie exoert stated thathe could 

- not identify the bullet , removed from "hr. King 

.as haying come from the rifle left on 

South Main Street* .Thsre an affidavit 

in there by the: only alledged eye witness , 

Cnarles ’'Jliitman Stevens , which in effect 

said that Ciiarles ’whitman Stevens could not 

■' ■ : ' ' man.. ■ 

identity James jiarl Ray as the msiti/who 

fled the rooming house, alledgodly fled the 

rooming house after the shot ^:as fired. 

And thirdly there was a very importatnt 

afiidavit oy a policeman Zachary , in ^'hich 

ne stated that he found the rifle : and ifea there 

vi-ao a photograph accompanying that affidavit 

and the other affidavits and .that photovranh 

is a staged nnotograph. It.' shows the bundle 

and the rifle in a positinn other than whic’n , 

t.iey were i ound .. At a time other tlian w?*ich 

they, vjsra.; found. . . - 

RATHER - ■ .. 

But didn't the .Judge in the case knovf this? 




L3SAH.: V ',- 
I‘5o. ::03 0 d 7 knew this, 



-Ivxeeot ' the 



governiTient officials , First of all, it's 

a vorj^ bizarre tale but Janos IZarl Ray's 

attornies none of theia anoarsntly ever 

obtained these materials prior to Ray » s 

plea of guilty .-Secondly , after Kay 's plea 

of guxlty , thd State Depart.nient and the - 

first 

Departriient of Justice/claised that they did 

■;npt:-have thera and at the same 

tine denied access to thorn, both to' Janes 
Karl Ray and to Arthur ’Harold IJelssberg . 

Only-- it took, a year contest , in court , a 
year long contestin court before Ear Id 
Weissberg finally gained; access to them. And 
Then it was dissaaxsd discovered that they had 
indeed been, supressing public court recordp. 
Public court records had been sunpressed. ‘ 

In fact even — even worst , according to the 
Btitisli authorities , the British government , 
the British court, retained no copy of these 
records , tney gave ali the court records to 
the State Department, aitlmately what we d 



found out v/as that when— when, Richard Klelndinst 
and John Kitchall said that the Depart?4n1;/c&''“ 
not have copies of these documents they were 




Li:SAl : (Contirme-l ) 

: lyins, they did have then and ultliiately 
they were forced under the Freedom of 
Inlomationto produce the^n. When they 
’ were obtained they I’omed the -.basis for 
Hay’s habeas corpus petition, part — *art 
of the basis for that petition. • 51o you 

had suppression -Of very inoort ant basic 

evidence. That's • — that is a surtnression ■ 

' fckak ',/hich continues today. I have recently 
■had correspondence with the Department of 
v'listice asking for SdditAonal sat sri la, such 

as the Photosraphsof the bullet, the balistic 
tests, j^y speetrographic:"te3tihg;that^ w 
perforsed and so- far they have not stated 
that we will be given access to those naterials. 
And their tine for replying I think is --has 
run d now and I anticipate that I v?ill be fllinf^ 
suit for those under the Freedom of Inforraatlon 
Act very shortly. - 

HATEEH;; . : 

•..Tiat you suggested is a consistent pattern of 
suppression of the evidence. 

; ^ ^LSSAR:' ■ _ .v. /-t ;.^v■ 

Yes, it's it's extremely consistent and ■ one 

UDon 

of the things that Intruded/and denied James 
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LESAR: (ContlnUGd) 

Earl"Ray the sort or full scale Juciicial^,^-?T^ ' 
inquiry vrhich the Sixth Circuit -/ante-l him’ 
fallv/as the fact" that the 
authorities for the State of Tennessee 
,,a^^ our attempts to 

, implement the diseovGr:/ orders- pertaining 

■'to the State’s evidence afjains t James Earl ■ 

.. Hay. v-nien we attemptdd to exajrdne this ; 

■ . evidence ,:; 

•thrown up frlvilous objections and time: 

, naneuvers were, resorted^ 

and impede our access to the dlscovei-y 
naterlai. ;As a •result- - 
of the material thfe^^ --that are 
relevant to the - case . _ We never : for example 

got to' examine the police logs or the sheriff's 

lo.gs of at the time of ‘ the 3ce.na of the 
crime. A/a ware -denied copies sfx — we were 

we .nad to laake our o*.m photographs 
^hllet. We were — hampered in ever,-? 
in our attempt to exaislne that evidence or 

■iexamine.it _pronerly.;..|e.wepe . 

the autopsy photographs. We Kere- given instead 
ofphotograpns we were given xeroxs , only. 








Is there^ any resonable doubt that the 
autoosy was res on ably accurate? 

LE3AR: 

yes. This has been uointed out by iiarnid 
b'eissberg ^^p’s raised questions about the 
integrity of the ran— the representations 
which were nadT about" Dr. King's wounds by 
the County Medical Examiner, 

So there's an area of question not onlv about 
the accuracy of lihe autcpsy^^^ the accuracy 
, of the testlEiony atrout the autopsy. 

There is, I would say that it relates certain! 
to tne latter. ’ former I will refe« 'rou 

Of that. 




